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The present mvention is related to a novel Candida albicans gene. CaNikl , which plays a role in 
phcnotypic switching and. hence, which i, correlated to the level of virulence of C. albicans. Thus, the 
present invention relates both to polynucleotides that encode proteins hnked to this phenotypio switching 
and to using such polynucleotides to identify compounds that inhibit phenotypic switching. 

Claims 1-20 were pending prior to the present response. By the present response, claims 1. 14 
and 15 have been amended to define Applicants' invention with greater particularity. ITiese amendments 
.dd no new matter, as they arc fully supported by the specification and the original claims. In addition, 
claims 3. 13 and 17-19 have been cancelled, without prejudice or disclaimer, in an effort to strcamlme the 

claims and advance prosecution, 

Accordingly, claims 1-2. 4-12. 14-16 and 20 arc pendmg. The Examiner has indicated claims 16 
and 20 to be allowable (sec Office Action Summary, Paper No. 28). Hie present status of all claims m 
the application, and curr^t amendments thereto, ar. Fovided in the listing of claims presented herem 

beginning on page 2. 

m response to a requirement by the Examiner. Applicants submit corrected formal drawings 
under separate cover. A copy of these drawings is enclosed, for the Examiner's convenience. 

The objection to claims 17 and 18 under 37 C.FJL § 1 .75(c). as being of improper dependent 
form for allegedly failing to further limit the subject matter of a p«vious claim, is respectiiilly traversed. 
Applicants submit that "low" and "moderate" stringency conditions indeed are subsets of "stnngcnt 
conditions" and therefore are in fact of narrower scope that the parent claim, To advance prosecution, 
however, claims 17 and 18 have been cancelled, rendering this objection moot. Applicants therefore 
request withdrawal of this objection. 

AppLcants also respectfully traverse the rejection, under the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 112, of 
claims 13-15 17 and 18. which the Examiner contends lack adequate written description. Claims 13. 17 
and 18 have been cancelled, without prejudice or disclaimer. Claim 14 and 15 have been amended to 
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respectfully request its withdrawal. 

. , J. i. imust encode a protein lintol»pl««otypicsw.«l»tvgn.C».«<f»«il..i^ 

«pr««d b, *. Ml-taph «<iu«e. see, for e»mpl., Ex»pl"» 3-5 P'i" 

Moreover, .he ^lled per™ re««ly oould environ (™d, indeed, could idendfy wi,h pr«i»on) . 
pl^ity of em^ced by .he clain., u«n, only .he .mino ..id «,uenee of*. e»n,.l^ 

;^lsE^tt>N0.4.By6.«h.re,ul.n,,«*ecUin,edpo.ynue,eo«deeneode.p^^^ 

«l.«vi',o„eof«inU.».wonld^ow»hich.e,«en.e..re»».^— 
„Bvi^, sneh hi^*™ >u»«nas. (H.) domain (meodedhy «.nno a.,d.«,due. of SEQ 

ID NO: 3, for example). 

to keeping wfl. .he .peeifcatton. 1 pre^ribe. «»ena .de«i6»n, eh«««i.to of *e 
e«r«c:LHa..nctad^.— onofa^^re^andf^e^onCene^^ 

r!o«e^«h..*..h„^-vi.,. — 

claim 1 ».d all cl.in» depcndcn. *«eon fUly ».«.fy *» of 35 U.S.C. 8 »2. S* 

paragraph. 

Tl,er^e*onofcl.hna ,.12»«in.l9»der35U.S.C. I n2.a=condp«,p.ph,..r«pec.f* 
. -eraed AZ^a....uW.U.a<fl««clain,.a.pre.en..da,ecl..r„oneofaMi..he.r.,becau« 

:::::i»xr:uonco..uon,wer.w.«...o™a.*.«.eof«»n..Appiica^ 

th« specification what those skilled in the art well know. 
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In order to reduce the issues, however, Applicants have amended claim 1. removing reference to 
hybridization conditions, and have canceUed claims 17-19. Accordingly, they respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

The rejection of claims 17 and 18 under 35 U.S.C § 112. second paragraph, likewise is traversed. 
AS noted the recitations of low and moderate stringency do not broaden the scope of the parent claims. 
Also as noted, however, claims 17 and 18 have been cancelled. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Conelmion 



In view of the above amendments and remarks, prompt and favorable action on all claims is 
respectfully requested. In the event any matters remain to be resolved in view of this communication, the 
Examiner is encouraged to call the undersigned so that a prompt disposition of this application can be 

achieved. 



Date: g^pt^piber 22. 2003 
FOLEY &LARDNER 

Customer Number: 22428 

Telephone: (202) 672-5404 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



Respectfully submitte 




Teresa Spchar 
Registration No. 51,281 
for Stephen A. Bent 
Attorneys for Applicant 
Registration No. 29.768 



Enclosure: Copy of Fonnal Drawings and lYansmittal as filed under separate cover. 
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